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they had merely wasted themselves in abuse and censure of
those who had appealed to force. And that restoration, once
brought about, was incarnate in one party, a party formed by
means which they would call, with him, illegal. Further, the
leader of that party (Canovas del Castillo), who had promised so
much, did not dare to re-establish civil marriage because the
Nuncio of His Holiness would not give his permission. He had
brought in no liberal reform, apart from public, oral justice as a
timorous essay towards the institution of the jury system; nor
had he done more than to restore timidly to their chairs those
professors who had been deprived of them in the first days of
the Restoration. In that way, he had left on the Statute Book
all the measures which had been passed against revolutionary
legislation, so that it was easy for a minister of the Crown
(Pidal y Mon) to work surreptitiously under the inspiration of
the school founded by St Ignatius to which the Right Honour-
able gentleman also belonged. (Laughter, and cries of Oh!)
He would say that it was easy in the extreme for that minister to
bring down all these reforms; and at that present time, if it had
not been for the death of Alfonso XH, education would prob-
ably have become the exclusive patrimony of the religious
orders. That was certainly a merit in the Right Honourable
gentleman; that was, in a manner of speaking, an act of
magnanimity in that spirit of almost Voltairean tolerance of the
leader of the conservative party. But those were the facts
revealed by the witness of reality.

(The Prime Minister: I thought the hon. member was a
professor!)

The fact that he might be a professor, that in the name of
liberty they were peopling the universities with men who
represented the religious orders, that they granted them privi-
leges which might not be enjoyed by societies of laymen, that
there might spring from those conditions a spirit which would
make it impossible to secularize education, what had all this to
do with the fact that they still almost stood for toleration, and
not for the principle which might support their own rights?*
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